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MM has cnrefuHy review^ the OMce Aclion mailed March 23, 2005. J. 

Ksp onse ,o Z OfOce Action, AppUc*.. - — - — * - * ^ ^ 

„ J n 15 Bv way of this amendment, no new matter has been 

and 11 and added new claims uy wij wi 

X Lordly, .. 3-10, and 12-15 rem*, pending * this app.ic.uon. Apphcan 

^lly J- — — of me present application in view of the above amendment 

and the following remarks. 

riflim Relations - 35 }}A-C. S 102 

Chums 1, 3, 4 and 6-10 are rejeced under 35 U.S.C. 1 102(b) as being anbeipared by 
/eto*k (4,300.773). Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection. 

To anticipare a Cairn, the reference must teach every element of the claim. A claim 
' „ «d omy if each and eery Cement as set forrh in the Cairn ia found, express* or 
inherent* described, in a single prior art reference. Vcrdegrml Bros. v. Vmm OA Co of 
CWorL, 8>4F.2d 628, nl «X -SI. 1053 (Fed. ». 1987). The idenrica, — 
uj be show, in . complete datai, as ia contain* in the ... Cairn. v. W 

Co., 868 P.2d 1226, 1236, 9 USPQ2d 1913, 1920 (Fed. Or. 1989). 

Amended claim 1 positively recites "said one or more coined angles includes a 
texture to further increase the bonding strength between said base sheet and said elaatomenc 
material." In contmst, Jelinek doea not shot., teach or suggest a texture applied to an angle. 
Therefore. Jelinek does not teach every element of independent Cam. 1. 

Dependent claims, 3. 4 and 6-9 are also patentable by being dependent on an 
allowable base claim. Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection ts 
respectfully requested. 

Amended claim 10 positively recites "applying a texture to an outer surface of the 
one or more coined angles." In contrast, Jelinek does not show, teach or suggest applying a 
texture to a coined angle. Therefore, Jelinek does not teach every element of independent claim 
10 Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 
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Claims 1,3,4, 6, 7, 9 and 12 are rejected under5 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Fujino (6.719,300). Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection. 

Amended claims 1 and 10 positively recite a texture applied to one or more coined 
angles. In contrast, Fujino does not show, teach or suggest a texture applied tc .an ^angle _ 
before, Fujino does not teach every element of independent claims 1 and 10. Accordingly, 
reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

C\Atm Rej oins - 35 IT.S.C S 103 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as be unpatentable over Jelinek. 
Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection. 

The comments above with respect to the failure of Jelinek to anticipate independent 
claim l are equally applicable here. Specifically, Jelinek does not teach applying a texture to a 
coinedangle. Claim 5, depending from claim 1, is patentable for at least the samereasons. 

Claims 2 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Jelinek in view of Terai (5,322,299). Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection. 

As the limitations of claim 2 (which was dependent upon claim 1) has been 
mc orporated into independent claim 1 , and the limitations of claim 1 1 (which was dependent 
upon claim 10) has been incorporated into independent claim 10, the following will address tlus 
rejection as it pertains to amended claims 1 and 10. 

Applicant notes that independent claim 1 positively recites "one or more coined 
angles formed at said edge of said base sheet," and claim 10 positively recites "forming one or 

. , . _ „ /.-nhaopt added - * In contrast, Jelinek includes 
more coined angles at an edge of a base sheet, (emphases aoaea;. 

a coined lip 20, 32 that is not an angle as defined by Applicant. 

Additionally, there is no suggestion, motivation, or objective reason to combine the cited 
. references. "If identification of each claimed element in the prior art were sufficient to negate 
patentability, very few patents would ever issue." In re Rouffei, 149 F.3d 1350, 1357, 47 
USPQ2d 1453 at 1457 (Fed Or. 1998). "Rejecting patents solely by finding prior art corollaries 
for the claimed elements would permit an examiner to use the claimed invention itself as a 
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(Mneprin, for pieoing together Cements in *e prior « ,0 defe* the ^ - *• «— 
invention. SucK . approach would be 'an illogical and inappropriate process- by whrch ,o 
aetennine patentability-." «. quoting /he. v. Aerosonic Corp., 81 FM 1566, .570, 

38 USPQ20 1551, 1554 (Fed. Cir. 1996). The reaching or suggestion to make the churned 
^nation and the teasonahie elation of success must both bo ^"J^ " " 
*. apphcanfs discount" In re Voce*. 947 F.2d 488. 20 USPQ2d 1438 (Fed. Or^ WMVA. 
sJlin Ah*, KV. v. United States HI Trrfe Comnfn. 1 USPQ 24 1241 (Fed. Or. 1986), 
prior art references roust be read as a whole. 

The Examiner has combined the gasket of Jelinek with Terai, stating that "Terai 
teaches applying a texture 21 at the region the elastomer is to be applied, 
not teach a texture 21 with an elastomer applied thereto at the edge of a gasket. Jehnek teaches 
an elastomeric material applied to the edge of a metal gasket that provides a weakened adhes.on 
between the elastomer and the metal. In contrast, the inventor of the present invents was 
seeking to increase the bonding strength between an elastomeric material and a gasket. (See 
paragraph [0004]). 

A greater amount of material must flow to coin the lip of Jelinek than to coin an 
angle as claimed in independent claims 1 and 10. As this greater amount of material flows away 
from what will be the interior comers of the Up of Jelinek, the remaining material between the 
interior comers is embrittled as the plastic flow of metal decreases ductility. Working metal m 
compression also induces tensile strain. In contrast, the coined angles (illustrated as 24 m 
Applicant' s FIG. 2) of independent claims 1 and 10 do not require that metal be squeezed to 
form undesirable interior comers C, but rather are defined by a gradual reduction in tmckness 
toward the edge of the base sheet. Therefore, the inventor has discovered that the angle, as 
positively recited in claims 1 and 10, offers an increased surface for adhesion of the elastomenc 
m aterial without creating a weakened area within the connection between the base sheet 16 and 
the angled portion of base sheet. 

Accordingly, one skilled in the art, seeking to produce a gasket with an elastomer 
bonded to an edge, would recognize this weakness of the edge taught in Jelinek, and would not 
S elect Jelinek if combining the teachings from multiple references. Additionally, one skilled m 
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tte m wou.d no. find a 'reasonable e*pec,atio» of success' in the proposed combination as 
required by re Vaeck. 

Furthermore, one skilled in the art would recognize ma, the flow of elastomeric 
m8t erial and subsequent adhesion of the e.as,omeric material onto .he interior comers between 
Up 20 and backing p.ate 12 of MM would liKely exhibi. regions of decreased boning strengm 
tin. .o contamination in the corners from the coining process, or surface tension of me flow.n = 
nrateria, that pre,en.s a full con.ac. between the Oastomeric materia, and .he •-£«-— 
before owing, .n comma,, .he angles of 1 .0 wou.d no, exhibi. daese ddficulnes of 
achieving fu.1 comae, be.ween me elastomer* material and dre base sheet 16 since no ataup, 
verier corner is present, .hereby providing a more repeatabie process and increased bonding 
arengm. Impoit8nfly t Jelinck does not .each os mention increased adhesion between die 
eU.sto.nenc materia, and the edge of tire gasket. Therefore, one skilled in tire art. scekang to 
increase the bonding strength between an elastomeric ma^ria, and a meta. edge, would not 
se.ee. Jeiinek, since Jelinek teaches a meta. gaske, with an edge that is no, favorable Ua adheamn 
with an elastomeric material. 

As evidence that Jelmek is apparently not concerned with adhesion between the 
ealstomeric seal and the edge of the gasket, the installation for the elastomeric seal 24 of Jelmek 
is illustrated in FIG. 4. being constrained on all sides between housing 38 and end cap 36. 
Therefore, the elastomeric seal 24 would not appear to require a strong bond with the metal 
gasket as the bond has negligible tensile forces acting thereon during operation. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fujino. 
Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection . 

The comments above with respect to the failure of Fujino to anticipate independent 
claim 1 are equally applicable here. Claim 5, depending from claim 1, is patentable for at least 
the same reasons. 
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New Claims 

New eWm. 13-15 inch* Un*»*»» *.< are no, conrained in the prior at of record. 
Specifically, Terai does no. reach a rearored surface rhar i S formed by adding marenal. (See 
column 6, lines 36-42). 

rpNCIAJSION 

In view of the above amendment and remarks, the pending application is in condition for 
allowance. If, however, there are any outstanding issues that can be resolved by telephone 
conference, the Examiner is earnestly encouraged to telephone the undersigned representative. 

It is believed that any additional fees due with respect to this paper have already been 
identified in any transmittal accompanying this paper. However, if any additional fees are 
req nired in connection with the filing of this paper that are not identified in any accompany 
transmittal, permission is given to charge our Deposit Account No. 18-0013, under Order No. 
60680-1 802 from which the undersigned is authorized to draw. 

Dated: May 23, 2005 Respectfully submitted, 

Byjk^^T^— 
Kristin L. Murphy 

Registration No.: 41,212 
Kenneth W. Jarrell 

Registration No.: 52,484 
RADER, FISHMAN & GRAUER PLLC 
39533 Woodward Avenue 
Suite 140 

Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48304 
(248) 593-3310 
Attorneys for Applicant 
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